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party to the contract (y) or (ii) a right under a purely
personal contract such as a licence to seize goods (*), or
(iii) apparently, where the parties have agreed that no
rights shall be assignable (a), or (iv) where it is against
public policy.
The problems to be discussed fall into two categories,
(a) assignments by the owner, and (b) assignments by the
hirer.
section 2—assignment by owner
Assignments by the Owner.—Generally speaking
the owner has the right to assign either his property in the
goods let or his interests in the hiring or hire-purchase
agreement (except the licence to enter and seize, which
will be dealt with later) (b) or both (c), as there is as a rule
nothing so personal in the relation of the owner to the
hirer as to entitle the latter to insist on retaining that
relation (d). It matters not to the hirer to whom the
hire-rent should be paid, nor who should do the repairs (e)
(if, which is unlikely, the hirer himself is not under
liability to do the repairs).
It should be borne in mind that the term " owner " has
been defined by section 21 (i) of the Hire-Purchase Act,
1938, for the purposes of that Act and in relation to the
hire-purchase agreements coming within its ambit. The
definition is as follows :—
(y) Tolhurst v. Associated Portland Cement Manufacturers, [1903]
A.C., per Lord Lindley, at p. 423 ; 8 Digest 424, 29.
(z) Kemp v. Baerselman, [1906] 2 K.B. 604, C.A. ; 12 Digest 589,
4908 ; Davies v. Davits (1887), 36 Ch. D. 359, 394, C.A. ; 12 Digest 590,
4918 ; Brown v. Metropolitan Counties, etc., Society (1859), 1 E. & E.
832; 28 L.J. Q.B. 236; 18 Digest 281, 772; Ex parte Rawlings, Re
Davis &> Co. (1888), 22 Q.B.D. 193 ; 18 Digest 283, 77P.
 (a)	Re Turcan (1888), 40 Ch. D. 5 ;   24 Digest 769, 7991 ;   Brice v.
Bannister (1878), 3 Q.B.D. 569, C.A. ;  8 Digest 428, 63.
 (b)	Infra, p. 118.
 (c)	Ex parte Rawlings, Re Davis, supra;  In re Tsaacson, Ex parte
Mason, [1895] 1 Q.B. 333 ;   3 Digest 97, 261.
 (d)	Whiteley v. Hilt, [1918] 2 K.B. 808 ;  3 Digest 97, 262.
 (e)	British Waggon Co. v. Lea (1880), 5 Q.B.D. 149 ; 3 Digest 107, 324,

